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EMILIE  L.  FRY  <*•  HORACE  H,  FRY : 

ANSWER  OF  HORACE  B.  FRY  TO  THE  MEMORIAL  OF  JOHN 

GR1GG. 


To  the  Honorable  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  Common- 
wealth of  Pennsylvania : 

The  answer  of  Horace  B.  Fry  to  the  memorial  of  John  Grigg,  in  the  mat- 
ter of  Mrs.  Fry’s  petition  for  a divorce,  respectfully  sets  forth: 

I will,  as  concisely  as  the  elaborate  nature  of  Mr.  Grigg’s  charges  permit, 
answer  them  in  detail. 

1 recite  the  charges  in  the  following  order,  with  a view  the  more  readily  to 
dispose  of  them: 

First.  That  I married  his  daughter  only  from  mercenary  motives,  and 
evinced  in  my  subsequent  course  the  same  spirit.  To  which  I reply,  that  if 
he  does  not  perceive,  in  his  daughter’s  personal  endowments,  the  attractions 
which  might  win  a young  man’s  honest  love,  he  does  her  an  injustice,  which 
even  all  the  wrong  I have  suffered  at  her  hands,  will  not  extort  from  me. 
When  I had  addressed  her  and  asked  her  father’s  approbation  of  our  engage- 
ment, it  was  given,  with  the  frequent  subsequent  assurances  to  myself,  to  his 
own  friends  and  to  mine,  that  my  business  and  social  character  were  unim- 
peachable. I had  been  used  to  rely  on  my  own  exertions,  and  had  labored 
faithfully  in  my  present  calling,  which  I adopted  at  an  early  age.  He  knew, 
or  might  have  known,  that  I have  been  as  prosperous  as  most  young  men, 
and  always  independent  of  every  man ; and  without  under-estimating  the 
value  or  influence  of  wealth,  there  is  nothing  in  my  past  history,  in  my 
habits,  or  my  present  position,  to  justify  the  slander  of  Mr.  Grigg,  that  I 
married  his  daughter  for  money.  My  answer  to  her  petition  already  meets 
this  question. 

Mr.  Grigg  adduces,  with  more  ostentation  than  relevancy,  the  fact  that  he 
bought  a large  house  and  furnished  it,  at  a cost  of  about  forty  thousand  dol- 
lars. He  and  his  family  know,  and  so  do  other  persons,  that  this  outlay  was 
not  consistent  with  my  wishes ; that  when  he  proposed  this  establishment  I 
expressed  my  decided  preference  for  one  which  would  have  cost  about  one- 
third  of  that  sum,  and  that  I was  overruled  by  his  own  peculiar  desires  or 
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purposes.  It  was  his  own  argument,  addressed  to  others  as  well  as  myself, 
that,  rent  excepted,  the  expense  of  a large  house  would  be  no  greater  than  a 
small  one.  1 gave  him  credit  for  liberality  in  what  he  did,  and  was  grateful, 
very  grateful,  for  it,  as  his  daughter’s  husband.  But  I asked  nothing  of  him, 
never  hinted  even  at  the  question  of  money  as  having  any  share  in  my  en- 
gagement or  marriage;  so  far  from  it,  that  Mr.  Grigg  himself  was  most 
desirous  to  expedite  the  marriage,  and  a very  few  days  after  confirming  the 
engagement,  held  out  incentives  to  me  to  that  end.  He  urged  upon  me  a 
visit  of  two  or  three  years  to  Europe,  at  his  expense,  which  I positively 
declined,  because  I was  unwilling  to  go  in  a dependent  condition.  Mr.  Grigg 
renewed  the  same  offer  on  an  early  occasion,  and  argued  earnestly  against 
my  objections,  saying  that  it  was  nobody’s  business  at  whose  cost  I went 
abroad  ; that  he  would  send  me  to  Europe  more  in  the  style  of  a prince  than 
an  ordinary  man — this  being  his  identical  expression.  I thanked  him  sin- 
cerely, as  his  proposal  demanded,  but  still  preferred  the  condition  and  con- 
sciousness of  my  own  business,  and  my  living  by  it  at  home,  to  the  idleness 
and  pleasures  of  foreign  travel,  if  enjoyed  at  any  man’s  expense,  even  my 
father-in-law’s.  I mentioned,  at  the  time,  this  circumstance  and  Mr.  Grigg’s 
peculiar  language,  to  two  or  three  friends,  who  well  remember  both.  Where 
was  the  mercenary  spirit  in  this  1 Do  not  Mr.  Grigg’s  offers  and  his  acts, 
from  the  day  that  I informed  him  of  my  attachment  to  his  daughter,  prove 
his  willingness  to  seal  it  by  my  marriage  1 No  man  could  have  had  more 
encouraging  tokens  that  an  alliance  would  be  welcome  than  Mr.  Grigg  ex- 
tended to  me.  Yet,  now  in  contempt  of  truth,  he  would  create  the  impres- 
sion that  I came  to  his  door  an  unprincipled  adventurer,  and  dares  to  assert — 
I quote  his  own  words  under  oath — that  “I  robbed  him  of  his  child,  in  the 
eager  pursuit  of  her  fortune  !”  I submit  that  this  opprobrious  charge  annihi- 
lates every  obligation  to  him,  and  every  claim,  which  up  to  this  moment,  he 
may  have  had  on  my  forbearance. 

When  the  marriage  took  place,  and  my  bridal  party  were  to  leave  the  city, 
I myself  provided  the  money  for  our  expenses,  and  I paid  them  all,  every  dol- 
lar of  them.  Mr.  Grigg  had  previously  given  his  daughter  a bridal  present 
of  several  hundred  dollars,  but  she  did  not  confide  it  to  my  care,  I never  asked 
her  for  it,  never  meant  to  do  so,  and  she  never  tendered  it  to  me;  although 
when  our  honey-moon  had  scarcely  waned,  she  wrote  to  a strange  man  that 
she  would  use  it  to  go  and  live  near  him,  “for  all  her  love  was  centred  ou 
him,”  and  she  had  '■'■no  one  to  look  to  but  him.” 

It  is  true  that  when  we  had  been  more  than  a fortnight  absent,  Mr.  Grigg 
wrote  to  his  daughter  that  he  had  intended  the  sum  for  traveling  expenses, 
because  he  may  then  have  been  aware  that  I wras  defraying  them.  Still  I re- 
peat I never  touched  the  money.  Also  it  is  true,  that  after  our  return  home, 
when  I made  him  acquainted  with  his  daughter’s  behavior  to  me,  (it  was  be- 
fore the  detection  of  any  correspondence,)  and  when  I told  him  that  if  Ae 
would  not  uphold  her,  she  might  be  brought  to  a sense  of  duty;  that  1 feared 
that  if  he  supplied  her  with  money,  it  would  encourage  her  resistance  to  my 
proper  influence,  and  therefore  if  he  wished  to  supply  her,  it  had  better  be 
through  me;  it  is  true  that  then  he  offered  me  a check  for  five  hundred  dol- 
lars, remaiking  that  1 had  paid  the  traveling  expenses.  I declined  to  take  it 
at  first,  feeling  the  offer  on  his  part  to  be  very  inopportune;  but  as  he  pressed 
the  point,  1 took  it.  It  was  all  the  money  1 ever  received  at  his  hands,  and 
but  little  more  than  our  traveling  expenses  amounted  to. 

The  house  purchased  for  my  wife’s  and  my  occupation  was  held  by  Mr. 
Grigg  himself,  without  any  trust  for  or  settlement  upon  either  of  us.  The 
furniture  was  in  no  formal  manner  given  to  either  of  us,  but  was  put  into  the 
house  simply  for  our  use.  Thus,  as  I have  said,  my  wife  had  nothing, 
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nothing  to  call  properly  her  own,  or  over  which  she  could,  if  she  would,  “give 
me  the  control.”  But  the  law  did  give  me  control  to  this  extent  and  under 
these  circumstances.  Her  father  had  provided  the  house  and  furniture  for 
our  common  use  and  enjoyment,  and  had  placed  me,  with  her,  in  possession. 
When  she  deserted  that  home,  it  was  still  my  home  of  right,  and  1 might,  as 
I doubt  not,  have  retained  possession  of  the  house  for  at  least  two  years  after 
my  wife’s  desertion,  and  of  the  furniture  as  long  as  she  lived.  But  what  was 
my  conduct!  I retained  possession  only  a few  weeks;  intentionally  long 
enough  to  afford  no  pretext  for  the  charge  that  I too  had  abandoned  my  home, 
and  then  of  my  own  free  will,  surrendered  it,  with  all  its  contents,  to  Mr. 
Grigg.  Was  this  mercenary! 

Such  are  the  facts  upon  which  he  seconds  and  repeats  his  daughter’s  calumny 
in  reference  to  the  motives  and  circumstances  of  my  marriage.  Because  he 
was  rich,  was  his  daughter  not  to  be  married  at  all  ! And  who  could  have 
married  her,  unless  a man  of  overgrown  fortune,  independent  of  all  exertion, 
and  not  have  incurred  a similar  charge  from  the  insolence  of  his  wealth!  1 
brought  his  daughter  the  training,  the  industry,  the  experience  and  the  charac- 
ter of  a self-reliant  business  man,  whose  honesty  and  honor  no  man,  till  now, 
has  ever  called  in  question. 

The  second  point  in  Mr.  Grigg’s  memorial,  which  1 select  to  answer,  is  his 
attempt  to  parry  the  charge  I have  made,  that  he  virtually  encouraged  his 
daughter  in  her  infidelity  to  me,  and  in  her  final  desertion  of  me.  In  the 
most  critical  moment  of  her  married  life,  I appealed  to  him  to  sustain  her  own 
and  her  husband’s  honor.  I had  accidentally  detected  what  seemed  to  be  an 
illicit  correspondence.  Without  breaking  the  seal  of  the  letter  myself,  I 
claimed  to  know  who  addressed  her.  I invited  his  presence  to  support  me  in 
this  claim.  She  prevaricated  and  refused  to  tell  me  who  was  the  writer.  I 
turned  to  her  father.  That  was  the  instant  for  him  to  have  spoken  as  a father, 
as  a husband  himself,  as  a man  of  virtue  and  courage,  and  good  faith,  stretch- 
ing out  a hand  to  save  a woman  on  the  brink  of  sin  and  ruin.  What  did  he 
do  ! Insulted  me,  degraded  me  in  the  eyes  of  my  wife,  fortified  her  falsehood, 
sanctioned  her  shame  ! In  that  instant  all  was  lost.  Had  he  been  faithful  to 
the  plain  dictate  of  duty ; had  he  been  firm  ; had  he  not  cringed  irresolutely 
when  he  should  have  stood  up  in  the  dignity  of  paternal  influence,  and  rebuked 
the  perfidy  of  his  daughter  to  her  husband,  and  pointed  out  the  path  of  her 
conjugal  faith  as  the  only  one  to  his  own  sympathy  and  protection;  had  he 
done  this,  the  sole  prop  to  her  bad  purposes  would  have  failed  ; and  had  the 
past  been  pardonable,  the  future  might  possibly  have  been  honorable  and  happy. 
But  he  was  found  wanting.  Too  blind  to  see  whither  she  was  rushing,  or  too 
imbecile  to  arrest  her  fatal  progress,  he  let  her  fall  into  the  disgrace  from 
which,  too  late,  and  by  means  as  ignoble  as  his  error  was  pitiful,  he  now  seeks 
to  rescue  her.  For  this  I arraign  him;  and  there  is  not  a parent  who  knows  a 
parent’s  trust,  not  a husband  who  knows  a husband’s  rights,  or  feels  a hus- 
band’s honor,  but  will  join  me  in  denouncing  him  as  I have,  recreant,  imbecile 
and  unworthy  of  either  of  those  sacred  relations. 

The  third  point  in  Mr.  Grigg’s  memorial,  which  1 shall  meet,  is  his  allega- 
tion that  I sent  him  a Police  Gazette,  with  a libellous  attack  upon  my  wife. 
I presumed  that  for  any  man  of  common  sense,  I had  sufficiently  disposed  of 
that  charge  in  my  answer  to  her  petition,  already  presented  to  your  honorable 
body.  But  as  Mr.  Grigg  sees  fit  to  endorse  and  reiterate  that  charge,  I shall 
meet  it  again.  In  my  answer  to  my  wife’s  petition,  1 was  as  forbearing  as 
the  necessities  of  my  cause  would  permit.  But  now,  attacked  by  Mr.  Grigg 
directly,  as  I was  before  indirectly,  under  cover  of  his  daughter’s  name,  I owe 
him  no  tenderness,  and  shall  speak  on  this  subject  as  his  wanton  injustice  to 
me  demands. 


My  wife’s  petition  and  my  answer  were  published  on  Sunday,  the  6th  in- 
stant. The  next  day  I was  called  upon  by  a gentleman  of  standing,  who  told 
me  that  he  had  learned  who  had  sent  the  Police  Gazette,  referred  to  above,  to 
Mr.  Grigg ; and  shortly  afterwards  he  introduced  to  me  Mr.  Lewis  S.  Briest, 
whom  1 had  never  known  before  in  any  way,  and  who  tendered  further  infor- 
mation on  the  subject,  which  is  best  given  in  Mr.  Briest’s  own  words,  as  fol- 
low, viz  : 

Lewis  S.  Briest,  being  duly  sworn,  says  : — That  he  is,  and  has  been  for  some 
time  past,  a reporter  for  the  public  press  of  Philadelphia.  That  in  the  month 
of  September  last  this  deponent  enclosed  in  an  envelop,  and  sent  to  John 
Grigg,  Esq.,  of  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  and  addressed  to  him,  a copy  of  the 
United  States  Police  Gazette,  containing  allusions  to,  and  remarks  upon  the 
case  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Horace  B.  Fry.  Deponent  did  this  without  the  know- 
ledge or  consent,  and  not  at  the  instance  or  procurement  of  Mr.  Horace  B.  Fry, 
or  any  one  on  his  behalf  or  account.  He  and  Mr.  Fry  were  entire  strangers 
to  each  other.  Mr.  Fry  had  no  knowledge,  until  within  a few  hours  of  the 
making  of  this  deposition,  of  deponent’s  having  sent  the  said  paper.  The 
whole  thing  was  done  without  any  connection,  in  any  way,  with  Mr.  Fry. 

LEWIS  S.  BRIEST. 

Sworn  and  subscribed  before  me,  February  7,  1859. 

JOHN  B.  KENNEY,  Alderman. 

After  this  I presume  it  is  quite  unnecessary  to  comment  upon  the  affidavits 
of  Mr.  Chas.  B.  Dunn,  (whom  I scarcely  know,)  or  Mr.  John  Warner  Grigg, 
(who  has  had  two  or  three  letters  from  me,)  as  to  their  knowledge  of  my 
writing — a knowledge  so  intimate  that  they  can  detect  my  hand  even  when 
disguised.  The  fact  is,  that  Mr.  Briest’s  writing  somewhat  resembles  my 
own,  and  my  counsel  now  have  specimens  of  it,  which  demonstrate  the  simi- 
larity. But  iMr.  Grigg  is  not  content  with  charging,  upon  flimsy  testimony, 
the  specific  act  which  I have  thus  disproved,  he  indulges,  also,  without  any 
shadow  of  evidence  or  probability,  in  the  assertion  that  I “ systematically 
endeavored  to  destroy  the  reputation  of  his  child,”  forgetting  that  he  had 
destroyed  it  himself,  when  he  permitted  her  to  dishonor  my  name.  However, 
I happen  to  be  not  without  proof  that,  grievously  as  she  had  wronged  and 
shamed  me,  I spared  no  effort  to  screen  her  course  from  public  observation,  as 
I have  already  circumstantially  stated  in  my  answer  to  her  petition. 

But  Mr.  Grigg’s  conduct  cannot  be  so  easily  defended.  On  the  26th  day 
of  September  last  there  was  published  in  the  Sunday  Transcript  of  this  city, 
an  anonymous  communication,  containing  slanderous  charges  or  insinuations 
against  myself ; one  especially,  that  a proposition  had  been  discussed  of  com- 
promising my  difficulties  with  Mr.  Grigg  for  the  sum  of  one  hundred  and 
fifty  thousand  dollars.  Mr.  Grigg  knew  then  and  knows  now,  that  I have 
never  by  the  most  distant  hint,  by  myself  or  any  one  speaking  for  me,  refer- 
red to  a compromise  for  any  consideration  or  upon  any  terms  whatever.  He 
knows  that  any  allegation  to  this  effect  is  and  always  has  been  a vile  and  base- 
less libel  ; that  my  dealing  with  him  from  the  start,  has  been  perfectly  inde- 
pendent and  upright.  Knowing  this,  and  knowing  that  the  article  in  the  Sun- 
day Transcript  defamed  me  abominably,  he  busied  himself  on  the  Sunday 
morning  on  which  the  paper  was  published,  in  buying  copies  of  that  paper 
and  sending  them  to  his  acquaintances.  I received  one  myself  through  the 
the  post,  which  I said  at  the  time,  and  still  reasonably  suspect,  came  from 
him  ; and  I have  grounds  for  believing  also  that  he  sent  some  by  mail  to  per- 
sons at  a distance,  who  know  me.  Three  ladies,  who  have  informed  me  of 
the  fact,  received  each  a copy  of  the  same  paper.  Mr.  Grigg  knows  as  well 
as  they,  by  what  hands  those  copies  were  delivered. 
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Kindred  with  the  accusations  I have  just  answered,  is  a fourth  in  relation  to 
my  decision  upon  a verbal  proposition,  made  to  me  by  two  gentlemen,  speak- 
ing also  in  the  name  of  a third,  but  never  in  concert,  and  who  addressed  me 
as  friends  alike  of  Mr.  Grigg  and  myself.  That  proposition,  as  he  states  it, 
was  that  1 should  apply  to  the  Legislature  fora  divorce,  on  the  ground  of  my 
wife’s  desertion,  and  that  no  opposition  should  be  offered  by  her.  My  own 
understanding  of  the  terms  was  not  this: — But  it  was,  that  I should 
apply  for  a divorce,  on  the  ground  of  incompatibility  of  temper,  and  that 
Mr.  Grigg  would  take  upon  himself  the  payment  of  any  expenses  neces- 
sary to  procure  it.  One  of  my  friends,  who  was  also  spoken  to  by  one 
of  the  gentlemen  referred  to,  conceived  as  I did,  this  to  be  the  ground  pro- 
posed, and  both  that  friend  and  myself,  so  stated  it  at  the  time  to  others 
whom  I took  into  my  confidence  as  advisers,  before  1 gave  my  answer  to  it. 
I so  stated  it  to  my  legal  counsel,  with  a view  to  be  advised  by  him  especially. 
The  conception  of  the  two  gentlemen,  it  now  seems,  did  not  conform  to  this 
view.  The  conversations  they  had  with  me  (separate  I repeat,  and  not  to- 
gether) were  not  formal — but  friendly  and  discursive.  Nothing  was  put  upon 
paper.  Hence  a misunderstanding  was  quite  possible,  and  1 acted  upon  the 
full  belief  that  I was  to  decide,  whether  I would  make  an  application  for  a 
divorce  on  the  ground  of  incompatibility  of  temper.  A reason  why  I should 
not  have  conceived  or  thought  of  my  wife’s  desertion,  to  be  the  ground  pro- 
posed, was  that  this  cause  belongs  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  courts,  as  I knew 
perfectly  well,  and  therefore  excluded  by  the  Constitution  from  legislative 
action.  1 deferred  a reply  to  the  proposal,  as  understood  by  me,  until  as  I 
have  mentioned,  I could  consult  my  counsel  and  one  or  two  intimate  friends. 
Their  advice  was  emphatic  and  unqualified,  not  to  accept  the  proposition,  and 
this  agreed  with  my  own  views,- — because,  first  and  sufficiently,  the  ground 
stated  was  not  true.  I knew  better  than  any  one  that  it  tvas  false ; I knew 
that  my  temper  was  compatible  with  the  temper  of  any  one,  who  was  not  con- 
fessedly beyond  the  pale  of  sane  association.  I could  not  consent  to  falsify 
fact  and  my  own  nature  and  character.  If  I had  applied  on  oath  to  your 
honorable  body,  upon  the  plea  proposed  to  me,  I was  conscious,  that  1 should 
commit  perjury,  and  might  induce  you  to  grant  me  a divorce  on  grounds 
which  had  no  existence.  This,  I say  was  my  first  and  all  sufficient  reason  : 
but  there  was  another.  I knew  that  my  reputation  would  not  be  safe  in  such 
a proceeding,  nor  in  one  founded  on  an  alleged  desertion.  There  had  not 
been  wanting  persons,  Mr.  Grigg  among  them  as  I have  shown,  to  raise  sus- 
picions of  my  motives,  which  were  aspersed  as  corrupt.  Had  I accepted  Mr. 
Grigg’s  proposal,  either  as  I understood  it,  or  on  the  ground  of  my  wife’s  de- 
sertion, there  is  little  doubt  the  same  pens,  and  the  same  tongues  and  the 
same  hands,  would  have  endeavored  to  satisfy  the  public,  that  I would  never 
have  consented  to  such  a proceeding,  without  a consideration  ; and  contrary 
testimony  would  not  have  availed,  as  at  this  moment  no  testimony  does  avail 
with  Mr.  Grigg  himself,  to  arrest  the  repetition  of  the  libels  in  his  daughter’s 
petition,  which  I had  disproved  before  the  presentation  of  his  memorial. 
Before  I declined  the  proposal,  there  were  not  wanting  parties,  who  urged  its 
acceptance  for  reasons,  which  to  me,  only  made  its  rejection  the  more  incum- 
bent upon  my  self-respect.  It  was  earnestly  and  eloquently  represented  to 
me,  that  if  I did  not  yield  this  point,  Mr.  Grigg  would  make  an  application 
for  divorce,  on  his  daughter’s  behalf ; that  I must  anticipate  all  sorts  of 
slanders  ; that  the  newspapers  would  seize  upon  the  matter ; that  it  tvould  be 
served  up  and  scattered  abroad  as  a public  document,  and  so  commented  upon, 
in  a manner  that  I could  not  suppress  or  prosecute  as  libellous  ; that  it  would 
go  far  and  wide  where  no  answer  would  reach  it ; that  the  falsehoods  thus 
disseminated  \\muld  damage,  if  not  ruin  my  social  and  business  character  ; 
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that  a pretty  young  woman  and  a rich  old  man  could  do  anything  with  the 
susceptible  hearts  or  palms  of  your  honorable  body;  that  my  case  would 
be  utterly  hopeless  against  such  odds,  and  much  more  to  the  same  effect.  My 
answer  to  all  this,  was  : that  I had  done  no  wrong,  and  that  while  I was  con- 
scious of  my  own  integrity  and  the  strength  of  my  cause,  1 feared  none  of 
the  terrible  consequences  which  had  been  held  before  me:  and  therefore  when 
I gave  my  formal  reply  to  the  gentlemen  who  made  me  the  proposition;  it 
was  this, — that  the  Legislature  was  not  the  proper  tribunal  for  a clear  case 
like  mine,  which  came  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  courts;  and  that  in  due 
time  I would  appeal  to  the  latter  for  a divorce,  guarding  my  wife’s  reputation 
as  far  as  possible.  I remarked  that  I was  opposed  to  going  before  the  Legis- 
lature for  any  cause;  that  if  I had  a case  for  divorce  1 would  maintain  it  in 
a court  of  justice  ; that  Mr.  Grigg  had  no  right  to  approach  me  with  any 
propositions  whatever  on  the  subject,  for  I felt  that  it  was  adding  insult  to  the 
injury  1 had  already  sustained.  Had  I not  the  right  to  take  this  position,  no 
matter  upon  what  basis  I was  solicited  to  appeal  to  your  honorable  body,  for- 
tified as  I was  by  legal  counsel  and  by  judicious  friends'!  Was  Mr.  Grigg 
the  man  to  dictate  to  we,  terms,  or  modes  or  the  time  of  a divorce  from  his 
daughter,  who  had  violated  her  oath  of  love  and  honor  to  me,  and  abandoned 
my  home,  but  one  month  after  her  marriage!  And  because  I rejected  a pro- 
posal which  I deemed  unworthy,  he  now  dares  to  charge  me  with  the  conse- 
quences of  his  own  infatuated  proceedings  before  your  honorable  body,  when 
he  had  ample  warning,  himself,  that  if  my  character  should  be  assaulted  un- 
justly, I would  defend  myself  with  the  damning  facts,  which  I have  previously 
submitted  to  his  consideration.  And  how  was  I assaulted!  Let  my  wife’s 
petition  tell — branded  as  a brute  and  a liar,  and  only  not  an  assassin,  because 
I was  afraid  to  be  so.  And  these  are  the  soft  suggestions  to  which, — if  Mr. 
Grigg’s  memorial  treating  of  this  matter  means  anything, — 1 was  tamely  to 
submit. 

A fifth  subject,  to  which  Mr.  Grigg’s  memorial  calls  for  a reply,  is  the  ques- 
tion whether  or  not  his  daughter  had  a hemorrhage  of  the  lungs  when  at 
West  Point,  and  whether  or  not  I in  any  way  caused  it ! I have  stated  in  my 
answer  to  her  petition,  my  belief  and  impressions  as  to  the  nature  of  that 
bleeding,  and  to  them  1 adhere.  That  I ever  caused  it  I deny.  And  as  to  the 
physician’s  opinion  of  the  case,  I am  still  sure  he  did  not  pronounce  any  dis- 
ease as  existing.  I did  not  care  myself  to  contradict  publicly  the  idea  that 
she  had  had  a hemorrhage  of  the  lungs.  My  anxiety  was  to  get  her  away 
from  West  Point.  I felt  that  she  was  hazarding  disgrace.  I was  content 
with  any  pretext,  and  purposely  humored  the  notion  of  her  indisposition  to 
effect  her  return  home.  Let  any  sensible  and  sensitive  man  reflect  on  my 
painful  position,  with  a three  weeks’  bride  already  becoming  the  object  of 
doubtful  talk,  and  he  will  have  no  difficulty  in  understanding  the  whole  mat- 
ter. Suffice  it,  that  my  wife  walked  a long  time  the  next  day,  went  to  a hop 
the  same  evening,  that  she  has  ever  since  been  perfectly  well,  proof  enough 
that  her  ailment  could  have  been  nothing  serious. 

I now  come  to  the  matter  of  my  own  letters,  dated  from  West  Point,  on 
which  Mr.  Grigg  lays  great  stress  to  prove  that  I was  perfectly  contented 
with  his  daughter,  and  that  my  expressions  to  that  effect,  being  inconsistent 
with  my  declarations  in  my  answer  to  her  petition,  my  credibility  is  thereby 
destroyed.  What  does  it  all  prove!  That  my  trust  in  her  worth,  and  my 
hopes  in  her  love,  were  not  extinguished  in  a fortnight ; and  at  a distance 
from  her  family,  feeling  as  any  gentleman  would  under  such  circumstances, 
even  if  1 had  a misgiving,  or  a pang,  or  many  of  them,  I must  still  when 
writing  to  a nervous  and  tender  mother  and  a liberal  father,  or  to  a young 
brother  but  little  known  to  me,  and  three  thousand  miles  off,  paint  the  happi- 
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ness  of  our  union  only  in  rose  color,  and  touch  the  name  of  my  wife  with 
nothing  but  praises.  I might  concede  to  Mr.  Grigg  all  the  benefit  of  contrast- 
ing my  letters  to  his  family,  with  any  opposite  expressions  in  my  answer  to 
my  wife’s  petition;  but  a reference  to  that  answer  shows  a state  of  mind 
quite  consistent  with  such  words  as  he  quotes.  I say  in  that  answer,  refer- 
ring to  my  wife’s  conduct,  “I  reasoned  against  facts,  I hoped  against  accu- 
mulating disappointment.”  If  so  to  myself,  how  much  more  to  others,  and 
especially  to  those  whom  I was  most  anxious  to  make  happay  in  the  belief  of 
their  daughter’s  loveliness  and  of  my  content  1 If  my  character  for  kindness 
and  truth  have  no  more  than  this  to  contend  with,  I may  submit  it,  without 
fear,  to  any  tribunal  of  honor. 

The  subject  of  the  visit  of  Mr.  Charles  Williams  and  Mr.  P.  L.  Yorke  to 
West  Point  on  my  behalf,  to  obtain  any  letters  or  presents  from  Mrs.  H.  B. 
Fry’s  correspondent  there,  I think  may  be  safely  left  to  the  sworn  statements 
of  those  two  gentlemen,  which  will  be  forthcoming  when  called  for.  They 
had  their  instructions  from  me,  necessarily  with  some  discretion,  as  I did  not 
and  could  not  know  all  the  bearings  of  the  case.  In  the  exercise  of  that  dis- 
cretion, they  brought  back  a letter  and  miniature  of  my  wife’s,  which  they 
gave  to  her  without  my  ever  having  seen  either,  and  they  obtained  from  her 
the  letter  which  I had  detected,  and  returned  it  to  the  writer,  at  West  Point. 
My  friends  faithfully,  as  gentlemen  of  their  known  honor  would  do,  fulfilled 
their  mission.  They  had,  on  sudden  notice,  consented  to  go  to  West  Point 
for  my  sake,  disagreeable  as  the  errand  was,  and  I felt  it  was  a point  of  deli- 
cacy not  to  interfere  with  the  terms  of  an  arrangement  which  their  interest 
in  me,  as  well  as  other  parties,  had  decided  upon.  My  part,  too,  of  any  im- 
plied obligation,  was  religiously  performed,  it  was  my  wife’s  desertion,  soon 
after,  which  gave  the  matter  to  the  public  ear  and  tongue.  All  that  I or  my 
friends  could  do,  was  done  to  suppress  the  scandal,  from  that  time  to  the 
attack  upon  me  in  your  honorable  body,  which  1 am  now  defending.  As  for 
any  opinions  expressed  by  Mr.  Williams  to  Mr.  Wagner,  full  two  weeks  after 
the  former’s  agency  on  my  behalf  had  ceased,  with  regard  to  Mr.  Wagner’s 
conduct,  it  is  unreasonable  to  hold  me  responsible  for  them.  Mr.  Williams 
wrote  to  Mr.  Wagner,  as  he  now  tells  me,  in  answer  to  a letter  from  the  lat- 
ter. 1 had  nothing  to  do  with  that  correspondence  in  any  way.  Mr.  Wil- 
liams was  no  more  my  agent  then  than  he  is  now;  and  this  fact  Mr.  Grigg 
must  have  perceived,  from  the  dates  and  matter  of  those  letters;  and  the 
attempt  to  fasten  Mr.  Williams’s  opinions  on  me  is  another  example  of  the 
disingenious  arguments  of  Mr.  Grigg,  which  alternate  his  positive  misstate- 
ments. 

Having  thus  freed  myself  from  the  responsibility  of  endorsing  Mr.  Wag- 
ner, I come  to  his  letter  to  Mr.  Grigg.  I shall  deal  summarily  with  that  let- 
ter. In  it  the  writer  says — “ I do  most  solemnly  avow  that  all  my  personal 
intercourse  with  her  (Mrs.  H.  B.  Fry)  was  such  as  might  freely  occur  between 
a gentleman  and  a lady,  and  was  governed  by  principles  of  friendship  and 
honor”  Six  days — the  period  is  worth  noting — six  days  after  Mrs.  H.  B.  Fry 
left  West  Point  and  returned  home,  Mr.  Wagner  wrote  her  a love  letter,  be- 
ginning “ Dearest  Emily,”  and  ending  with  a desire  that  she  should  continue 
to  write  and  confide  in  him.  This  1 perfectly  well  remember  of  that  letter. 
Now,  if,  as  Mr.  Wagner  “ solemnly  avows”  “all,”  let  it  remembered,  '•'■all  his 
personal  intercourse  with  her  was  such  as  might  freely  occur  between  a gentle- 
man and  a lady,”  a lady  who  was  another  man’s  wife,  only  three  weeks  mar- 
ried, it  is  quite  pertinent  to  ask,  by  what  stages  their  familiarity  reached  the 
point  that  he  could  hold  a surreptitious  correspondence  with  her,  address  her 
as  only  a husband  or  lover  or  very  near  relative  addresses  a woman,  and  en- 
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courage  her  to  continue  to  make  him  the  recipient  of  her  heart’s  secrets,  and, 
of  course,  of  her  husband’s  confidence! 

It  is,  however,  by  no  means  necessary  to  my  case  thus  to  set  aside  Mr. 
Wagner’s  letter  to  Mr.  Grigg.  If  a score  of  witnesses  were  produced,  to 
prove  that  they  overheard  every  word  that  Mr.  W.  says  my  wife  told  him,  it 
would  amount  to  nothing,  and  should  amount  to  nothing.  Her  inconstant 
nature  sought  a change.  She  had  conceived  a new  passion,  which  prompted 
her  to  gain  his  affections.  She  herself  in  her  letter  to  him,  speaks  of  “the 
preference  for  him,”  which  she  was  informed  had  been  a matter  of  public 
comment.  There  are  few  men  who  would  have  the  presumption  to  tempt 
the  affections  of  a young  lady  just  married.  Both  her  own  and  his  state- 
ments may  be  accepted,  to  show  that  she  sought  his  “sympathy.”  Why  his 
sympathy!  Why  not  her  mother’s,  or  her  father’s,  or  her  sister’s!  She 
could  have  written  to  them  and  invoked  their  counsel  or  their  presence,  and  I 
could  not  possibly  have  prevented  her;  or  she  could  have  said  to  any  of  the 
ladies  or  gentlemen  who  were  at  West  Point  from  Philadelphia,  “Write  to 
my  father,  I want  him  to  come  here,  or  to  my  mother.”  Her  letter  to  Mr. 
Wagner  proves  her  an  adept  at  expedients;  so  it  could  not  have  been  for 
want  of  knowledge  or  ingenuity,  that  she  did  not  do  this.  But  this  was  not 
what  was  wanted.  Mr.  Wagner  was  to  be  gained,  and  as  he,  I am  very  will- 
ing to  believe,  would  not  have  thought  of  taking  the  first  step,  it  was  neces- 
sary to  invite  it.  Hence  the  sympathy,  which  must,  of  course,  have  a basis; 
and  hence  the  very  credible  romances  of  my  “slinging”  her  violently  from  a 
chair,  and  occasionally  throwing  chairs  at  her,  the  noise  of  which  the  good 
people  in  the  rooms  around,  above  and  below,  were  too  polite  ever  to  com- 
plain of ; and  my  varying  this  exercise,  by  rushing  to  my  trunk  for  pistols  to 
shoot  her,  which  I would  remember  were  not  loaded;  and  my  being  more 
lucky  at  another  time,  when  they  were  pointed  at  her  head,  loaded  of  course, 
since  I before  refused  to  present  them  when  they  were  not. 

1 exhibit  a motive,  an  all  sufficient  one,  for  my  wife’s  conduct;  and  as  her 
sworn  narration  of  particular  facts,  such  for  instance  as  my  behavior  on  the 
wharf  when  leaving  Philadelphia,  is  proved,  by  the  annexed  affidavits,  to  be 
false,  it  follows  that  any  unsupported  statements  which  she  made  at  West 
Point  to  Mr.  Wagner,  especially  any  so  preposterous  as  those  above  quoted, 
are  entitled  to  no  credence  whatever.  Mr.  Grigg,  standing  in  the  foreground 
of  his  memorial,  in  the  same  attitude  as  he  did  in  the  back  ground  of  his 
daughter’s  petition,  fails  to  sustain  her  assertions  of  my  personal  violence  by 
any  semblance  of  probability,  much  less  by  testimony.  And  the  very  apology 
which  she  offers  for  her  intimacy  with  Mr.  Wagner,  is  a reproach  to  Mr. 
Grigg,  so  humiliating  that  if  he  had  not  been  bewildered  by  his  malicious 
hunting  down  of  my  reputation,  he  would  have  seen  it  in  time  to  escape  the 
shame.  Wrhat,  I might  ask  him,  what  could  have  been  the  degree  of  trust 
and  confidence  between  him  and  his  daughter;  what  the  nature  of  the  good 
domestic  example  which  he  boasts  of  having  set  his  family  ; what  the  endear- 
ing care  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  frank  reliance  on  the  other,  when  that 
daughter  preferred  to  pour  her  alleged  sorrows,  the  sacred  secrets  of  her  few 
married  days,  into  the  ear  of  a yesterday’s  acquaintance,  while  a word  flashed 
by  the  telegraph  should  have  brought  a protecting  parent  at  her  side  ! There- 
fore might  I say  to  Mr.  Grigg,  the  greater  the  truth  of  her  pretended  apology, 
the  greater  the  reproach  to  himself.  No,  it  was  not  for  any  wrong  I had  done 
her  at  West  Point  that  she  honestly  required  sympathy  ; that  was  the  pretext 
merely;  for  had  it  been  real,  she  would  have  been  eager  to  return  home,  to 
be  near  her  parents,  and  to  find  comfort  and  aid  in  them.  But  so  far  was  this 
from  being  the  case,  that  my  influence  was  in  vain  exerted  to  make  her  leave 
the  place,  and  I was  only  too  glad  to  second  or  suggest  any  idea  which  would 
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terminate  the  visit.  And  I now  repeat,  that  when  she  did  come  home,  it  is 
not  pretended  that  she  sought  any  early  opportunity  of  confiding  to  those 
whom  nature  had  made  nearest,  and  principle  should  have  made  dearest,  the 
wrongs  charged  on  me,  which  caused  her  to  court  a perfect  stranger,  if  her 
story  be  accepted,  in  order  to  find  support  in  his  counsel,  and  solace  in  his 
sympathy. 

Mr.  Grigg  informs  me  of  a crime  I have  committed — the  arrest  of  a love 
letter,  written  by  my  wife  to  another  man.  He  favors  me,  too,  with  a notice 
of  the  penalty  for  that  crime — five  hundred  dollars  fine,  and  one  year’s  im- 
prisonment ! Why,  what  value  does  Mr.  Grigg  set  upon  his  daughter’s  repu- 
tation ; that  daughter  whom,  of  course,  he  would  have  emulate  his  “ well 
spent  life  what  value  upon  her  reputation,  when  he  would  shrink  from  a 
fine  of  five  hundred  dollars,  and  a year’s  imprisonment,  in  order  to  save  it  "1 
Did  he  give  her  to  me  to  love,  honor  and  cherish  her,  and  suppose  I would 
passively  permit  her  to  rush,  I knew  not  whither,  it  might  be,  to  disgrace"? 
But  Mr.  Grigg’s  legal,  are  no  better  than  his  moral  conclusions,  if  he  supposes 
that  any  law  could  be  interpreted  to  make  a husband’s  peaceable  protection 
of  his  wife’s  virtue  or  good  name  a penal  offence. 

When  my  intercourse  began  with  Mr.  Grigg,  growing  out  of  my  engage- 
ment to  his  daughter,  he  was  most  flattering  in  his  demonstrations  of  satisfac- 
tion.. i mistook  ryhat  he  terms  his  bluntness  of  manner  for  straight-forward 
honesty,  and  his  expenditures  in  his  daughter’s  behalf,  for  true  hearted  liber- 
ality. His  relation  to  me,  under  the  circumstances,  commanded  my  respect 
and  gratitude,  both  earnestly  felt  and  expressed.  It  was  under  such  impres- 
sions, that  a few  days  after  my  return  from  West  Point,  1 wrote  Mr.  Grigg 
a note  for  the  first  time,  informing  him  of  his  daughter’s  irregular  course,  and 
seeking  his  influence  to  bring  her  to  a sense  of  duty.  As  he  has  exhibited  my 
letters,  showing  how  tenderly  1 spoke  of  her  during  the  first  days  of  our  ab- 
sence at  West  Point,  it  would  have  been  simply  fair  to  give  also  the  note  to 
which  I refer.  Since  his  memorial  appeared,  it  occurred  to  me  that  I had  a 
draft  of  that  note,  which  I have  found  and  now  submit.  It  is  with  a reluc- 
tance which  any  sensitive  mind  will  estimate,  that  1 yield  to  the  necessity  of 
thus  laying  bare  my  heart  to  the  public. 

September  2,  1858. 

Mr.  John  Grigg, 

My  Dear  Sir : — With  more  pain  and  grief  than  I have  ever  known  or  con- 
ceived of,  I am  impelled  to  address  you.  I prefer  to  do  so  on  paper  that  you 
may  the  more  calmly  consider  what  I have  to  say.  If,  by  any  possibility,  I 
could  spare  you  this  communication,  I would  ; and  I have  tried  and  hoped  to 
do  so,  but  the  necessity  now  is  not  of  my  own  making,  and  of  this  you  will 
be  convinced. 

When  I addressed  and  married  Emily  it  was  with  an  honest  and  sincere 
affection,  with  a full  sense  of  my  duty,  and  the  conviction  that  the  greatest 
happiness  of  my  life,  would  be  in  studying  and  promoting  hers.  It  was  my 
fate,  however,  to  discover  within  a very  few  days  after  my  marriage,  that  my 
feelings  and  my  wishes  were  disregarded  by  Emily,  that  my  society  was  avoid- 
ed for  that  of  strangers,  and  that  not  only  was  there  no  gracious  regard  for 
my  own  good  will,  but  not  even  for  the  respect  of  others.  On  the  conduct, 
or  rather  the  systematic  course  which  evinced  this  estrangement,  I remonstrated 
kindly  and  temperately.  But  all  my  devotion,  all  my  entreaties,  all  the  evi. 
dences  of  my  suffering  were  unavailing,  and  I found  myself  not  only  neg- 
lected in  private,  but  shunned  and  insulted  in  public  and  my  honor  in  peril. 

Goaded  to  frenzy  by  this  cruel  treatment  and  finding  all  kind  and  fond  re- 
monstrances in  vain,  I expressed  my  feelings  on  one  occasion  in  decided,  pos- 
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sibly  violent,  terms.  It  was,  however,  the  burst  of  a heart  which  was  strained 
and  crushed  beyond  endurance.  For  what  I may  have  said  (it  was  in  the 
privacy  of  our  own  room)  I afterwards  made  every  possible  atonement  in  the 
expression  of  my  regret  and  sorrow ; and  added  to  my  apology  every  pledge 
which  my  sincere  love  and  my  interest  in  Emily’s  welfare,  could  suggest,  of 
devotion  to  her  happiness.  It  was  all,  however,  of  no  avail.  I continued  to 
be  treated  with  unmitigated  indifference  or  absolute  rudeness. 

Since  our  return  home,  I have  been  as  1 aver  to  you,  at  every  moment  of 
my  intercourse  with  Emily,  what  you,  when  present,  have  seen  me.  There 
is  no  caprice  which  I have  not  studied,  no  wish  which  I have  not  endeavored 
to  anticipate,  no  evidence  of  my  affection  that  I could  possibly  tender,  which 
I did  not  seek  to  offer.  Not  for  a moment  have  I shown  impatience,  or  tem- 
per, or  even  a sense  of  wrong.  And  yet,  my  dear  sir,  no  language  can  express 
to  you  the  utter,  systematic  and  studied  indignities  which  1 have  suffered, 
amounting,  apparently,  to  a settled  determination  to  persecute  me  into  some 
word  or  act,  unworthy  of  myself  and  my  relation. 

It  is  only  now,  when  I have  found  and  am  assured  by  Emily  herself  that 
all  my  efforts  are  hopeless,  and  feel  that  if  I do  not  myself  present  this  miser- 
able state  of  things  to  your  consideration,  the  knowledge  may  reach  you 
through  some  less  proper  channel,  that  I thus  disclose  it  to  you. 

VV hat  to  do  I cannot  say.  1 am  powerless  and  broken  hearted.  I have  held 
up  against  this  hard  fortune,  this  fearful  disappointment  as  long  as  1 can.  My 
mind,  my  health,  my  capacity  for  any  duty  are  giving  way  under  such  op- 
pression. God  knows  1 would  spare  you  who  have  been  so  kind,  so  generous, 
so  studious  of  our  happiness.  But  if  this  note  does  not  convince  you,  you 
will  too  surely  know,  that  I have  had  no  choice  but  to  speak. 

Think,  I beseech  you,  what  can  be  done.  I am  in  your  hands,  full  of  grati- 
tude for  all  your  kindness,  still  loving  my  wife  with  all  my  heart,  still  anxious 
by  any  means  to  fulfil  all  my  duty,  and  to  be  to  you  and  herself  a comfort  and 
an  honor.  Believe  me, 

Yours  respectfully, 

H.  B.  FRY. 

When  the  date  and  circumstances,  under  which  this  note  was  written,  are 
considered,  before  the  discovery  of  my  wife’s  clandestine  correspondence,  1 
trust  it  will  carry  conviction  to  any  mind  of  its  perfect  truth  and  sincerity. 
It  was  the  day  following  the  receipt  of  my  note  by  Mr.  Grigg,  that  in  his 
office  he  took  it  out  of  his  desk,  spoke  of  it  and  of  myself  in  commending 
terms,  and  pledged  me  his  support  in  controlling  his  daughter.  How  fatally 
he  violated  that  pledge  only  one  day  afterwards,  and  how  wantonly  he  has 
abetted  her  attack  upon  my  character,  I think  I have  shown. 

It  has  seemed  to  me  unnecessary  to  encumber  this  case  with  testimony  of 
my  own  uniformly  gentle  and  considerate  care  of  my  wife  when  at  West 
Point,  or  of  her  rudeness  to  me  and  undue  familiarity  with  another  man.  She 
herself  records  the  fact  and  the  common  rumor,  in  her  letter  to  that  individual, 
already  presented  in  my  answer  to  her  petition. 

It  is  reported  to  me,  on  credible  authority,  that  efforts  have  been  made  to 
influence  the  judgment  of  your  honorable  body  in  this  case,  by  statements 
that,  as  my  wife  and  myself  cannot  be  reconciled,  therefore  it  is  right  and 
proper  to  divorce  us  by  legislative  act.  Against  this  assumption  I do  most 
earnestly  protest;  and  I respectfully  submit,  that  1,  and  I alone,  as  the  injured 
and  deserted  party  in  my  matrimonial  alliance,  have  the  right  to  determine 
when  and  where  and  how  that  bond  shall  be  dissolved.  I further  submit,  that 
no  party  acting  as  my  wife  has  done,  has  any  claim  at  the  hands  of  your 
honorable  body,  or  of  any  tribunal  whatever,  to  the  benefits  of  a divorce,  at 
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her  own  instance.  In  view  of  my  wife’s  grievous  dereliction,  which  no 
casuistry  or  dramatic  pathos  can  extenuate,  her  petition,  unsustained  as  it  is, 
in  a single  essential  point,  presumes  too  far  upon  your  indulgent  attention. 

To  grant  it,  under  these  circumstances,  would  be  to  give  the  solemn  sanc- 
tion of  law  to  an  offence  which  God  and  man  regard  as  striking  at  the  root 
of  morality,  of  social  order,  and  of  the  very  life  of  the  family  compact. 
Therefore,  not  only  in  my  own  behalf,  but  in  that  of  society,  do  1 appeal  to 
your  honorable  body  to  set  the  seal  of  your  condemnation  upon  this  attempt 
to  break  down  its  holiest  barrier;  and  1 pray  you  to  dismiss  my  wife’s  peti- 
tion as  unworthy  your  further  consideration. 

And  your  respondent  will  ever  pray,  &c.,  &c., 

HORACE  B.  FRY. 

Philadelphia,  February  16,  1859. 

Albert  D.  Bache,  being  duly  sworn,  says,  that  he  is  a resident  of  the  city  of 
Philadelphia  and  in  business  there.  He  was  a groomsman  at  the  marriage  of 
Horace  B.  Fry,  and  saw  him  and  Miss  Emily  L.  Grigg  married,  at  her  father’s 
house,  in  Walnut  street,  Philadelphia.  The  Rev.  Dr.  Morton  performed  the 
ceremony. 

Immediately  after  the  marriage  the  bridal  party  started  on  an  excursion. 
Deponent  met  them  at  Walnut  street  wharf,  a little  before  five  o’clock  of  the 
day  of  their  marriage,  which  was  the  2d  of  August,  1858.  He  saw  them  off, 
but  did  not  accompany  them  on  their  trip.  They  were  at  the  wharf  when 
deponent  arrived.  Mr.  Fry  was  then  attending  to  the  baggage  in  order  to  see 
it  checked,  and  the  ladies,  that  is,  Mrs.  Fry  and  the  two  bridesmaids,  Miss 
Tracy  and  Miss  Fry,  were  standing  near,  on  the  wharf.  Deponent  stood 
with  the  ladies  until  Mr.  Fry  had  arranged  the  baggage,  when  he  joined 
them.  All  went  in  company  on  board  the  boat.  Mr.  Fry  walked  with  his 
wife.  Deponent  remained  with  them  until  the  boat  was  about  starting,  when 
he  went  on  shore.  During  all  the  time  spoken  of,  deponent  observed  no  ill 
temper  or  excitement  or  rudeness  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Fry,  and  heard  no  ex- 
cited or  improper  language.  The  parties  spoken  of  appeared  to  be  in  good 
spirits  and  in  friendly  conversation — all  seemed  good  humored  and  chatty. 
Deponent  saw  nothing  which  indicated  an  interruption  of  the  good  feeling 
which  was  suitable  to  the  occasion.  He  did  not  hear  one  word  about  baggage 
said  by  any  one  of  the  party.  In  passing  into  the  boat,  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Fry 
walked  in  front  of  deponent  and  the  rest  of  the  party,  but  near  enough  to 
have  allowed  any  thing  said  in  a loud  tone  to  be  heard.  Mr.  Meigs  also  ac- 
companied the  ladies  to  the  boat,  having  joined  the  party  at  the  same  time 
with  deponent. 

ALBERT  D.  BACHE. 

Sworn  and  subscribed  before  me,  this  9th  day  of  February,  1859. 

CHARLES  D.  FREEMAN,  Alderman. 

Philadelphia,  February  14,  1859. 

Mr.  Horace  B.  Fry, 

Dear  Sir: — You  have  requested  me  to  state  in  writing  whether,  when  pre- 
sent on  the  occasion  of  your  departure  from  this  city  on  your  bridal  tour,  I 
saw  anything  improper  in  your  conduct,  or  heard  you  use  any  intemperate 
language. 

In  compliance  with  your  request  as  above,  it  gives  me  pleasure  to  state, 
that  when  I called  with  Mr.  A.  D.  Bache  to  take  leave  of  yourself  and  party 
at  the  boat,  where  I spent  some  ten  or  fifteen  minutes  previous  to  your  de- 
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parture,  I observed  nothing  of  ill  temper  in  your  conduct,  or  improper  lan- 
guage, and  nothing  in  the  appearance  of  your  company  inappropriate  to  such 
an  occasion. 

1 remain,  sir, 

Vrery  respectfully, 

Your  obedient  servant, 

S.  EMLEN  MEIGS. 

Lewis  S.  Briest,  being  duly  sworn,  says: — That  he  is,  and  has  been,  for 
some  time  past,  a reporter  for  the  public  press  of  Philadelphia. 

That  in  the  month  of  September  last,  this  deponent  enclosed  in  an  envelop, 
and  sent  to  John  Grigg,  Esq.,  of  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  and  addressed  to 
him,  a copy  of  the  United  States  Police  Gazette,  containing  allusions  to  and 
remarks  upon  the  case  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Horace  B.  Fry. 

Deponent  did  this  without  the  knowledge  or  consent,  and  not  at  the  instance 
or  procurement  of  Mr.  Horace  B.  Fry,  or  any  one  on  his  behalf  or  account. 
He  and  Mr.  Fry  were  entire  strangers  to  each  other.  Mr.  Fry  had  no  know- 
ledge,  until  within  a few  hours  of  the  making  of  this  deposition,  of  deponent’s 
having  sent  the  said  paper. 

The  whole  thing  was  done  without  any  connection,  in  any  way,  with  Mr. 
Fry. 

LEWIS  S.  BRIEST. 

Sworn  and  subscribed  before  me,  February  7,  1859. 

JNO.  B.  KENNEY,  Alderman. 
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